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legal twilight zone. Revocation will follow due process. Now ,
for the members, the bill now by the rejection of the committee
amendments is in the form that the bill was brought to me by the
Crime Commission. Now for all practical purposes, the se ction
that was in question is Sec tion 5. In the original bill,
Section 5 strikes "revoke such c e rtification when a law
enforcement o f ficer is convicted of a felony." The bill in its
original form as it was brought to us says, " Have t h e power t o
revoke such cer tification a t any time" and, again, it is not
mandatory. The commission has the authority, and I assume,
based on the language of the bill and their comments to me, that
they wanted som e fle xibility i n the way that the particular
statute read at the time. W ith that, I would urge your s upport
for the bill.

SENATOR MOREHEAD: T h e Chair recognizes Senator Landis.

SENATOR LANDIS: Mr. Sp eaker, members of the Legislature, it
seems to me that the vote that was just taken wa s actually a
plebiscite on the question of discretion versus mandatory, and
that the body was signaling its t h ought th at law enfo rcement
officers, perhaps in consistent w ith recent actions elsewhere,
b ut law enforcement officers wh o a re con v icted o f a fe lon y
should suffer t he loss of the i r jo b, and tha t the act of
discretion probably is unnecessary or offers as much opportunity
for mischief as the mandatory provision has the other way, t h a t
the choice is fo r m and a tory fir ing in the situation, of the
revocation of the certificate, and it seems to me that before we
a dvance the bill, we need to remember that the bill is still i n
a discretionary form b ecause of the way it was introduced. T o
be consistent with w ha t I thin k was the floo r act ion, an
additional a m endment i s n ece ssary for this bill. It d oe sn' t
mean that we can't c h ange o ur mi n d in 30 se conds. It is
possible. W e h av e done it before, but if one is trying to read
the sentiment of this body at th i s po i nt , I th ink th at the
rejection o f the committee amendments stood for the proposition
t hat these ce tificates should be mandatorily claimed back an d
the bill doe s not comport with that now. To advance it is to
simply fail to do the homework to read the green copy to realize
that what we accomplished by th e rejection of the comm ittee
amendments is ac complished in the green copy of the bill, and
the will of the body is being frustrated to advance it a t this
point without additional amendment.

SENATOR MOREHEAD: Befo re we proceed with debate, I would like
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